
{a} Chang© paragraph 4 to reads 

"'Decisions of th© Board will b© based on th© 
principle of unanimity 8 which will b© a pr©~ 
requisite for action on matters within the 
Board's purview 8 and th© Director of Central 
Intelligence will act as Chairman,. When de- 
cision cannot b© reached 0 th© Board will 
promptly refer the matter for resolution to 
th© National Security Council 5 provided that, 
whoa unanimity is not obtained among th© 
Department heads of th© national Military 
Establishment s the Board shall present th© 
problem to th© Secretary of B©f©ns© before 
presenting it to the National Security 
Council 0 M 


•(b) Change paragraph 7 to reads 

"Th© Director of Central Intelligence shall 
act for th© National Security Council to 
insure proper and full implementation of 
Council directives by issuing such supple- 
mentary directives as may be required pro- 
vided that the Director of Central Intelli- 
gence shall be required to obtain the 
unanimous concurrence of th© Board prior to 
taking any coordinating action in the 
Communication Intelligence field,, Such im- 
■plementing directives in which the Board 
ooncurs unanimously shall b© Issued to and 
implemented by the member Departments and 
Agencies,," 
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memorandum fqrs 

Rear Admiral E= Ho H£lX®J3to®tt<35? 5 
Mj?o Wo Park Armstrong 9 STo S 
Lleato General S c J s Chamberlin;, 
R®ar Admiral To Bo Inglis„ 

Majo^ General C 0 P 0 Cabell 


Subjects 
Enel os ares 


Hatlonal Security Council Directive relating 
to C ©Maun i © at 1 on Intelligence e 

(A) Tentative Minutes of Third Special Meeting 
©f th© Intelligence Advisory Commltt©© 
held on 11 Jane 1 948* 


1. 


is forwarded for 


Pleas© notify th© Secretariat 


9 Go To Ho ADAMS 
&UT. E 0 FITZPATRICK 
Ad Hoc Secretariat 


ce % 

Sear Admiral L J3 0 Stone 
Colon©! Harold Go Hayes 
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THIRD SPECIAL 
OF THE 


CONFIDENTIAL 


25X1 


XMSLLIGIMGS ADVISORY' CCMMXTTBE 


(for Roar Admiral 


MAYS’ 


Mr* W c 


Sajor General A 
So Jo CJtmm' 


Lieut 0 General 


Rear Admiral Tho@ 0 B c . Inglis 


Brigo G@ru W» R 
Co Po Cab®, 


Ag©© 9 USAF {for Major G@n®ral 


SECRETARIAT 


ALSO PRESOT 


Lieutenant Co T 
Captain Jo Eo F 


ok g AUS 


state 


s Mr 0 Grant C 0 Mansom 


Colonel Ho G 0 Hayes 
Lieutenant Colonel 


NAYS’ 


Captain C n Fc Esp© 
Captain 54 N 0 Wenger 


Colonel Ro P„ Klooko 
Lieutenant Colonel H 


Harold B c Houston 


A special meeting of the Intelligence Advisory Committee for 
consideration of the proposed National Security Council Intelligence 
Directive relating to Communication Intelligence (GOMXNT) was held 
in Room 3^-789' Pentagon Building p Washington s D 0 C 09 at 1410 on 
11 June 1948o 
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Intelligence and^P&id 
pro© ©Sure would be for 
a pro tempore ©hair-mar/. 


supposed 
tin© reminder 



acospwol® parliamentary 
of tii© IAC m@mb©r-s to. ©!©©■& 


AJPMSTRQMG commented that sine© 

;iz®d to represent the Ghiaman it would seem appropriate 
the Captain to serve as Chairman, 


had b©©n 


ADMIRAL IHGLIS replied that such an arrangement would b® quite 
acceptable to him but that he nonetheless suggested that a vote be 
taken o 


MEMBERS discussed this matter briefly and 

25X1 took the chair in the abneno® of Admiral Hlllenkoetter, 


I I asked Admiral Xnglis to repeat essential 

portions of a conversation on th© draft MSG ID held with Admiral 
Hillenkoetter before his departure from the USCJB meeting,. 


ADMIRAL XHGLlS said, that the DG2 had stated that h® presented 
the "original' 5 draft MSG ID to the Executive Secretary of th© 
Mational Security Council and that a day or so later th© latter 
had expressed his opinion that th© draft was not In conformity 
with th© National Security Act of 1947 and hence th© NSC could b© 
expected to reject it in its present fo:a 0 ADMIRAL INGLIS added 
that after examining th© draft th© Executive Secretary had pre- 
pared th© memorandum containing the suggestions now bsfor© th© 
lAC c , H© said that h© had received a phon© call from th© Execu- 
tive Secretary of th® National Security Council (N SC) and would 
be happy to summarize th® call if such w©r© desired. 


25X1 


] asked Admiral XngXis to describe the eall 0 


ADMIRAL IMGLIS replied that the Executive Secretary had said 

that ; 

lo H© considered the draft NSC ID to be excellent „ with 
the exception of one or two points, 

2, H© believed the draft not to be entirely in harmony 
with th® National Security Act of 1947, 

3o He believed it would be worth while to have the IAC 
consider any objections to the draft before such 
objections were brought to the attention of the NSC 5 
thus giving th© IAC an opportunity to reconsider 
the draft e and possibly amend it in light of said ob- 
jections,, before having it go .to the NSC thus im- 
proving the draft * s chances for quick approval, 

4p His actions in this matter were being motivated com-' 
pi ©t sly by th© desir© to be helpful to the IAC and 
that there was no wish on hi a part to change th© sub- 
stance | that his only desir© was to bring th© draft 
into formal adjustment with the National Security 
Act of 1947 o 
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5<s If the 1AG insisted on submitting the originally 
agreod draft I'TSCjjD to "Ghe Council, he would have 
to raise tli© objections outlined In his draft 
memorandum now before th© IAG 0 

ADMIRAL J&G-XsltS continued that the Executlv© Secretary had been 
most anpfeatio in disavowing any motivation other than the desir© 
'60 b© of assistance to the interested departments and agencies „ 


25X1 


said- that g based upon the Executive Seers- 

<&&2?y®s p 2 ?©pos 6 (& m©MOPBi}idmrsg t-tis OJA Jssid ps?©p£i3?®dL Ph@ 3 ?@vis®d d^a.f'lk 
MSG ID which had been furnished to U3CIB members and had been 
accompanied by a voting slip for forwarding to the D0I o He added 
that a vot© had been received subsequently from all members except 
the Army and h© requested. General Bolling's views on the revised" 
draft o 


GENERAL BOLLING said th® Army was In hearty and complete agree- 
ment with the vl©ws expressed la th© memorandum that had" b©@n for- 
warded to the DC I from th© Department ©f state P He added that th© 
originally draft MSG ID had b©©n unanimously agr@©d upon, after ex- 
tended and deliberate consideration by both USCIB and IAC members, 
and that this agreed version should hence b© sent t© th© MSG with 
no ©hang© what soever P 


25X1 


asked whether th® General 


position being taken by th© other members present 0 

^ADMIRAL IHGLIS replied that the Navy agreed with th© position 
s©fe i orth in th© Department of State's memorandum and considered 
it to be a fin© paper,, ^ K® added that th© Navy had given some con- 
sideration to th© possibility of suggesting that on© course of 
action which might prove acceptable as a safeguard against th© 
possibility that the original draft might b© rejected, by th® MSG 
in i&¥or of die DC X 5 s revised draft would, b© to state definite 
disagreement with the revised draft and submit two changes thereto 
which would be designed to dispose of the Executive Secretary 9 s 
objections to th© original draft, yet 'wouldn't alter th© substance 
or the revised draft, so that USCIB 5 s authority over th® COMINI’ 
iield would not b© diluted if the DCI's draft were to b© adopted 
by the- N8G 0 Referring to the '’original" draft, he said the Navy • 
also recommended that the last sentence of paragraph 2 should be 
amended so that "only those departments or agencies designated 
by the President"' would appear in place of th© "designated by th© 
National Security ^ Council" phrase presently shown 0 He- commented 
v-hat the idea behind this ©hang® sprang from the fact that th© 

MSG has no authority over non— member departments and agencies, 
"whereas th® President has such author ity„ He added that the 
Navy was also suggesting that paragraph 4 b© amended If paragraph 
1 „ of th ® DCl version were t© remain,. He read th© suggested r©~ 
vision Cse© Enclosure (A) ) , adding that it appealed to the Navy 
as being a somewhat clearer statement of th© requirement of 
unanimity as a prerequisite to any action by 33oard members in 
fields under USOIB's purvi©w „ " 
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HJW&giRS .'discussed the foregoing summary and MR C ARMSTRONG 
and. GMERALS BOLLING and AGEE stated their unequivocal disagreement 
with th© revised draft 0 a proposal that the DCi.be Chairman of TJ8CIB 
solely by virtu© ©f his offices 

CAPTAIN ESPI commented that„ in suggesting changes to th© re- 
vised draft ? the Navy had not disturbed the proposal that the DGI 
be ex officio Chairman of USCIB because it had been considered that 
th© presence of that provision would answer any req.uirem.ent by the 
NSC that all intelligence coordinating dealings with member depart- 
ments or agencies must to© conducted via the DGI„ 

ADMIRAL 1NGLX8 agreed and commented that ©ven though this pro- 
vision remained in th© draft 9 the two other changes proposed by th© 
j would impose desirable limitations on the functions of 


MR« ARMSTRONG said that th© Department ©f State had a funda- 
mental objection t© the proposal that th© DGI b© ©x officio Chairman, 
of USGIBo H© added that it s©©med th© Esecutiv© Secretary of th© 
MSGj whil® undoubtedly motivated by th© desire to be of ©id to all 
concerned s had mad© his recommendations without having a ©ompl©t© 
understanding of th© unique ©atur© of th© GQMJNT field 0 H® added 
that 9 because @x officio Chairmanship would involve consolidation 
under the GIA of the tactical arms of th® several member departments 
and agencies 9 th© Department of State considered th® n ®% officio' 0 
provision to to© unwise and Impractical in this CQMXNT field of 
intelligence „ 

COLONEL HaTES agreed and observed that th© adoption of the 
proposed "ex officio' 5 feature would obviat© the necessity for 

use IB o 

ADMIRAL INGLIS said that if the Navy 5 a revised paragraph 4 
were to b© accepted (and wh©r® th© DCX°s version of paragraph 1 
would b© adopted by the NSC) it xvas also suggested that a ©hang© 
in paragraph 7 of the DGl°s draft be mad@„ H© read th© suggested 
revision (sea Enclosure (A)) and noted that the modifying phrase 
had been lifted intact from the proposed memorandum toy th© Ex- 
ecutive Secretary 9 of the NSC and hence would presumably meet with 
his approvals H© continued 0 however s that the two suggested para- 
graphs he had read were merely offered as a possible means for 
securing th© NSC ? s approval in a minimum of time and with minimum 
controversy o He added that if those present believed the sug- 
gestions had little or no merits th© Navy was willing to recede 
from any or all of the proposals 0 

25X1 I I suggested that the most satisfactory way to 

attack the present problem would be to take th© "original” draft 
IteGID and go over it paragraph by paragraph to see what modifica- 
tions could be agreed upon in accordance with the views of th© 

DC!,, He asked whether members present would consider any ©hang© 
at all in th© original draft « 

» ig> *=• 

Approved For Release 2002m^^ClA^DR85S00362R000200110001-6 



jioMI 


For^elease 2002/08/21 : CIA-RDP85S00362R0002001 10001-6 


n r&q xs mTT a y 
vwau' 


GENERAL BOLLING replied in -fell© negative 0 

iffio APJ'.ISTROHG said th© original version as SGMsonly agr© 
upoia expressed all th© necessary points but added that th© D®. 

A* A vO r'* _ >U 31 o T, _ 


t/ ~ v W4CS.U. w M V V 

which isrould make it easier to get the NSC 0 s approval of the NSClDo 

GENERAL AGEE said lie believed that the most expeditious 
handling of the problem would be to take ©aeh paragraph of th® 
original draft, and consider it separately „ 

COLONEL HAYES 9 noting that he wag not a member of the XAC, 
said he felt that, sine© on tw© separate occasions in the past 
this draft NSC ID had been amended and forwarded up the line 
only to have ©aeh such version thrown back down again, preparation 
of a third amended version would b© just a waste of tim©„ H© 
commented that perhaps th© best course to follow now would b@ to 
wait and b© told what to do D 


25X1 


25X1 


of NSC°s policy, 


said the CIA considered (th© 

opinion to b®, in practice, an interpretation 


, CAPTAIN- WENGER said that he sufesor 


for ADMIRAL STONE, 


th© statement of Navy policy voiced by Admiral Inglis 


ADMIRAL INGLIS said h© would agr©© to 


6 25X1 


th© draft, 


ALL MEMBERS agreed to attack th© problem in this manner and 
the original draft NSC ID was so e ©nslder©d 0 

During discussion ©f paragraph 1 of the original version, 
as compared with th© paragrap h 1 shown in the version revised 
by th© DGI in connection with | I recommendations GENERAL 25X 

AGEE suggested that th© old paragraph 1 be used without change*, 

| said that -there were two possible handlings 

regarding this paragraph; first , either to use the revised 1 and 
accompany it with a- statement that all concerned except th© CIA 
dissent, or, second, to show both the original and revised para=> 
graph 1 sid© by side and indicate th© preferences for eaeh 0 

MRo ARMSTRONG said he took this last part of the statement 
to mean that data accompanying such a form of the draft would 
indicate that all members preferred the old version of paragraph 

1 o 


25X1 
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MRo ARMSTRONG said, h© b®liev®d that such an approach was 
required under the rules of procedure for th© IA0 o 


. I — - — — 1 agreed and noted that proposed NSCIB°s 

2 ^ a ”^ onsi ^ Security Council as recommendations ©f the 
»GI for the coordination of intelligence activities 'and are 
aoooapanied by a statement of the concurrence ©p non-eonourrsnce 
or the other JAG members 0 


GENERAL BOLLING asked whether the BGJ t 
concurred in the "original' 9 draft NSC ID 0 


MRo ARMSTRONG replied in the affirmative and outlined the 
events which had apparently caused the DC I to withdraw his 
earlier concurrence c 



. MEMBERS discuussd the rol© of the Executive Secretary in the 
©vents referred to and GENERAL AGEE said it seemed to him to be a 
©as© where the CJa was dissenting from the 
other 1RJC1B members <, 


i taken by 


i©,ulRAL 2NGLIS agreed that such was the ©as© in practice „ uu> 
sal®, ^nat as th® r@®ult of ©sternal evolutionary pro©©ss©s partici* 
pat©d in by other departments and agencies represented ©n B3CIB 
th® plac© has been reached where the BOX makes fh© recommendations 
and th© rest of the organizations ©an merely concur or dlssohto 

MRo ARMSTRONG observed that said departments and agencies 
apparently put themselves in a sort of "tail wagging th© dog" 


25X1 


said that th© BGJ 

. ^ , t0 full dissent from the revised paragraph”! 

before he forwarded th© draft on up to th© NS0 o 

. , GENERAL AGEE said it appeared to him that ©11 m®ab©rs ' ©xcept 
th© G1A assured to reaffirm their preference for the original 
1 and this left th© CIA as ‘ ’ 


hido ARMSTRONG suggested that should revised paragraph 1 b© 

1 alon© in th© next draft NSC IB a th© philosophy underlying 
th© original paragraph 1 (as stated in th® Department of State 9 s 
memorandum of comment to the BGJ} accompany the 
meat by the 1AG members „ 




ALL MEMBER AGREED that this would be done® 

, GENERAL AGEE added that th© same practice should be followed 
in connection with paragraphs 4 and 7 of th© revised draft. 
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LUMBERS diseased tii© matter of eoatiMH| to take th© 
original draft paragraph by paragraphs as opposed to sanding too 
versions of the NSC ID up to the Council 8 accompanying tin© revised 
version with the Department of State’s memo of dissent plus th© - 
notation, that It represented th® view of all members except th® 
25X1 paragraph by paragraph proe©dur© was reaffirmed 0 With 

th© understanding that no unanimous agreement had b®©n reached on 


read paragraph 2 9 noting that 


term "designated by th© President 5 ’ had 'replaced '’represented 


GEM31&L BOLLING said h© withdrew his objection t© any changes 
paragraph 2. adding that he considered th© cited substitution 1 


COLONEL HAYES said that one purpose of the substituted phras© 
was to permit the FBI and FGC to go ahead in COHINT but not b© 
represented on the Board 9 while another was to take advantage of 
the President’s larger jurisdiction over the departments and agencies 
of th© Government o 


A discussion of thes© facets of th® problem ©nsu®d during 
ADMIRAL IKGLXS stated his belief that It would be unrealistic ' 
aisum© that th© FBI could be barred from participating In what’ 


25X1 


COLONEL HAYES noted that despit© any professions ©f disinterest . 
th® operational aspects of the COMINT effort 8 ASA and CSaW eontli 
to receive translations from the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

DECISION ; 

If was unanimously agreed that paragraph 2 of th© "original' 
draft a amended by. the substitution of the phras© "designated by 
the President' 0 Instead of "represented ©n th© Board" would b® 
shown In th© new draft N3CIB 0 

noted that there had been no changes mad© : 
paragraph 3 of the original draft In carrying It over to th® 


DECISION; 


25X1 


It was unanimously agreed that paragraph 3 of th© "original" 
would b@ shown in the ®m) draft NSCtD 0 


read the old paragraph 4 and not @d that t, 

revised paragraph 4- had been changed to make th© DC1 ©x officio 
Chairman of USCIB„ 


ADMIRAL INGLIS commented that the Navy’s suggested revision 
of paragraph 4 had been prepared to modify the Chairmanship concept, 

After a short diseussion 9 all agreed to accept th© original 
paragraph 4. 1IMH 
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25X1 


sly agreed that paragraph 4 of 
shown la the sew draft 0 


wo aid 


easusd regarding the jurisdiction and operation ©f USCIB*s de- 
cisions, it was agreed that th© concept ©mbo&ieel in th© amendment 
to paragraph 2 should b© incorporated her© too and s as a result g 
th© phrase "and any others designated by th© President” was added 


the text of the CIA 9 ; 


IT was unanimously agreed that paragraph § of th© "revised'* 
draft MSCID would b© amended by the addition of the phrase "and 
any others • designated by the President" after th© word "Counoil 5 
and would b© shown in th© new draft MSCID, 


when 


used for th© "revised" draft 0 it was 


noted that th® ©hang®e which w©r© mad© over th© original para~ 
graph had been incorporated in. light of th© Executive Secretary 9 ® 
proposed memorandum to th© HSG„ H® observed that paragraph® 1 
©ad 7 of th© "revised" draft were mutually interdependent „ 


MR 0 ARMSTRONG said that it was on these two paragraphs that 
the Department of State found itself unable ;t© agre© with the • 
Executive Secretary 6 He added that his department xvas taking, 
th© position that the MSG should decide this basic question,, 

25X1 I I cited MSCID #1 as containing th© basic 

definition of the relationship of th© DCX to th© MSG and to th© 
Intelligence establishments of th© departments and agencies 
represented on th© Council 0 

C0L0MEL HATES said h© had heard that there had been an 
oral understanding at the time MSCID §1 was prepared and 
promulgated that it did not apply to th© COMINT field n 


GENERAL AGEE moved that the original paragraph 7 stand., 
ADMIRAL XMGLIS said the Navy would go along with this If all 


25X1 


I Jsuggested thatp as th® means for disposing of 

all those provisions of th© draft MSCID on which unanimous agreement 
could b© attainsdg , th® members by<=pass paragraph 7 for th© moment 
and proceed to th© less controversial remaining paragraphs. He in- 
vited comments on paragraph B of the "revised" draft, 

IQHllIIL 
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Effio ARMSTRONG said ii® aot©d a cha&g© over th© wording of th© 
original paragraph and cited the added pferas© "until concurrence 
©f th© Board ha® been r@©@lv©cL 50 H® asked why this ©hang© had be©n 
considered advisable* 

replied that it protested USC2B against 



COLONEL HAYES said USCIB could not judge 
of th© HSG°s Intelligent© Directives,, 


25X1 


matters* 


replied that th© Board could 


COLONEL HaYES expressed his belief that the added wording was 
unnecessary s and GENERAL AGEE agreed* Th© latter moved that th© 
"original 59 paragraph 8 b© a@©ept®i without ©hang© and GENERAL 
BOLLING agreed „ 


25X1 


©ogaizan©® of th© existing 


that th© members still ought to take 
MSG ID s s 0 


After a short discussion during which ADMIRAL JMGLIS and 
GENERAL BQLLXMG tools th© position that it would ■ b® presumptuous 
©a th© part of USG1B t© pass upon &lr©©tlTO® ©f th® national 
Security Council, and Mr* ARMSTRONG and GEN1SRAL AGEE • agreed that 
th© paragraph was much clearer without th© insertion t all members 
agreed to accept "original" paragraph 8 unchanged 0 

DEG I SI OH g 

It was unanimously agreed that paragraph 8 ©f th© "original n 
draft would be shown In the m®w draft MSCJD* 


25X1 


the DC 2 had not changed paragraphs 9„ 10 
DECISIONS 


the draft NSCXD as revised 
9, 10, 11 and 12„ 


It was unan 
of th© "original 


25X1 


and asked for a further expression 


that paragraphs 9, 10 B 11 and 12 
be used in the new draft NSCID* 

to the disputed paragraph! 1 and 
sion of views* 


ADMIRAL IMG LIS said that unofficially th© Navy would Ilk© to 
suggest a gentleman 9 ® agreement whereby If the DC I wanted to in- 
sist h&© paragraph 1, ADMIRAL H2LLEMC0ETTER agree to make th© 
changes suggested by th© Mary (se© Enclosures (a) and (B) ) for 
paragraphs 4 and ?* 


25X1 


with 


agreed to take the sii 

isn he went to talk with the D0I o 
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C APT AIM WSSjJm Xnvit©d attention to the^^nras© "in fi< 
other than eoiffiiunic&tlon intelligence” appearing la th© Executive 
Secretary 0 © prop©©©®. memorandum to th© MSG and asked what th© 
phrase should 1b© taken t© meaffl- ADlfiHAL INGLIS s GENERAL AGEE^ and 
COLONEL HAYES voiced their similar perplexity regarding this phras©< 


25X1 


DC I as th© ©xeeutor ©f 


!®rv®d that HSGXD §1 had ©etabll shed th© 
pollcios insofar a® th© coordination c 
of member departments and agencies are 


AJM4HLH XMGLXS commented that the NSC would hav© to umpire 
such relations in any ©v©nt c 


COLONEL HaYES replied that if th© NSC daslr©® -th© .PCI 
as its spokesman for policy „ he ©till could do this in ais capacity 
as a USC1B member' and hence th®r@ seemed to be no need for any 
©hang© in the M original w paragraph 1 0 

25X1 GALTAIN ■.VEBG ER agreed and added that the arrangement noted by 

' 1 would seem to obviate the need for a USG2B 


organization GENERAL AGEE ©Qncurredo CAPTAIN WENGER continued 


of unanimous consent for purposes of offering advie® as opposed 
to such unanimity for purposes of taking a<stion<, ■ 

ADMIRaL IKGLJS again suggested unofficially that th© '“revise 
paragraph 1 could be accepted If tli© DCI agreed to th© Mary 0 © 
k and 7 being adopted in such ©as ® 0 

GENERAL AGEE reiterated his aversion to th© situation where 
aajority of th© members w©r® put in the 
frpm th© position advocated solely by th© DCI 


9 j.y 1 I Iona® again ©it©d MSCXB as an ©spr©©si©n 

©f MSG policy g and ADMIRAL JNGLIS again sketched th© event® leading 
up to the present situation^oommentlng that th© Navy had preferred 
to have TJ3C2B placed .under th© Joint Chief® of Staff but this had 
not proved acceptable to th© civilian members of the Board and th© 
matter had be©n referred to Secretary Forrestal who s after e©n« 
ferring with Secretary Marshall B had replied that th© Board ehould b© 
placed under th© MS0 o 


25 x 1 said he would go on th© basis that all 2AC 

members were in unanimous disagreement with th© DGX°s version ©f 
paragraph 1 (i 0 © 0 the "'revised?* version) « 

MR 0 AHJI.BTB.OMG commented that her© th© real situation could 
b© described best by saying that members w©r© considering an W XAC 
version;, concurred in by th© BG 2 m and a subsequent 00 Executive 
Secretary version,,” prepared by th© DCI to accommodate th© ©b<= 
Sections of th© Executive Secretary of the MS0 o He added his b©~ 
lief that it would be best to send the former version up to the 
MSG and let th© Executive Secretary submit his comments at that 
25X1 1 6T©1 o He asked why the DCI would not follow that, procedure,, and 
I ^ I replied that^n.t.he' i ;D^;jWould give it full con= 
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ADMIRAL IMGL1S moved that tii© meeting adjousm and the other 
m©mb©rs Indicated their ©onsento 


LXKUTEMAHT ADAM S asked ADMIRAL 1MGLXS whether a decision had 
b@@n reached on the disputed paragraphs 1 and ? and the Admiral 
implied that h© ms Chairman ©f USCIBo The question was subs©- 
25X1 referred to I I who @spr©s©©fi satisfaction 

that a decision had been reached as follows s 

DBG IS! (M s 

It was unanimously agreed thats 

(a) Paragraph I s All members except the CIA strongly 
expressed n©n=eon©urr©nc© with the n GJA™ draft of 
paragraph 3U In this ©©nnQ©tion s th® views of th© 
Department of State „ expressed In its memo rand tsa 
of ©omment submitted to the Director of Central 
Intelligent© in a@@ordane© with his request for 
voting slips wer© considered „ Th© Department of 
State requested^ with the Army 9 Navy and Air Fore© 
members concurring^ that this memorandum accompany 
the revised draft when it Is submitted to the 
national Security Council and be considered ;> by 
the Connell* as representing the views of their 
respective departments 0 

(b) Paragraph 1 % All members except the G2 a strongly 
expressed non-conourrenc© with the CJa draft of 
paragraph 7o Til© State s Array „ Navy and Air Fore© 
members requested that paragraph 7 of th® ^or iginal 90 
draft accompany tin© revised draft NSC ID whesTTlt isT' 
submitted to the National Security Council and b© 
©©nsid®r®d as representing th® ©hole© of the 
Departments of St&t© B Army,, Navy and Air Forc© 0 
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